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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

The amendment filed 1 1/12/2008 has been entered and made of record. Claims 
1-15 are pending. 

The amendment to the drawings and specification filed 1 1/12/2008 has 
overcome the objection to the drawings made in the non-final office action filed 
08/12/2008. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, filed 1 1/12/2008 have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. The rejection filed 08/12/2008 has been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim(s) 11-15 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as not falling within one of the 
four statutory categories of invention. Supreme Court precedent 1 and recent Federal 
Circuit decisions 2 indicate that a statutory "process" under 35 U.S.C. 101 must (1) be 
tied to another statutory category (such as a particular apparatus), or (2) transform 
underlying subject matter (such as an article or material) to a different state or thing. 
While the instant claim(s) recite a series of steps or acts to be performed, the claim(s) 
neither transform underlying subject matter nor positively tie to another statutory 
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category that accomplishes the claimed method steps, and therefore do not qualify as a 
statutory process. The Applicant has provided no explicit and deliberate definitions of 
the steps recited in claims 1 1-15 to limit the steps to an electronic form. 

1 Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 184 (1981); Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584, 588 n.9 (1978); Gottschalk v. 
Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 70 (1972); Cochrane v. Deener, 94 U.S. 780, 787-88 (1876). 

2 In re Bilski, 88 USPQ2d 1385 (Fed. Cir. 2008). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McDonough et al. (6,163,749) 

In regards to claim 1, McDonough teaches a method/system for implementing smooth 
scrolling in a map display tool. The map display tool may use data at different levels of 
detail [c.5 L. 54-55]. Referring to Fig. 15, McDonough teaches inserting name data 
associated with the data item or the point of interest within the map display (said object) 
[c.1 5 L.1 6-20]. A priority list (76) contains a list of feature types (names of roadways of 
a certain rank, airports, rivers, parks, and etc.). The map processing layer processes 
the name and icon information in the order designated by the priority list [c.17 L.1 -5]. 
As prioritization takes place, the map processing layer performs a conflicts check (said 
complexity calculating) to determine whether names and icons will overlap or interfere 
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(said complexity) with one another on the rendered map. The conflicts check 
preferably consists of taking each name item in an order of priority and determining if 
the name will overlap the area of a name already selected based on priority [c.1 7 L.12- 
15, 19-20]. Although McDonough fails to explicitly teach calculating complexity, the 
conflict check of McDonough determines overlapping objects, where if objects did 
overlap, would cause a more dense and confusing display, i.e., more complex. If the 
extents of the newest name would conflict with the area required by a name already in 
the list, the newest name is omitted from the list, and thus omitted from the map (said 
suppressing display of at least one of the objects based on complexity, priorities) 
[c.1 7 L. 30-33]. McDonough further teaches layer switching distances (94), which are 
the points at which the map display tool adds or deletes information (said suppress) 
from the display corresponding to the new higher or lower information layer in the map 
database. The layer switching distances may be tied to the width of the geographic 
area shown in the map rectangle on the display. For example, if the layer switching 
distance between layers 3 and 4 is 35 miles (said upper limit), and the width of the 
map region shown in the map rectangle changes from 40 miles to 30 miles, the 
information layer displayed will switch from layer 4 (major roads and lakes) to layer 3 
(layer 4 data in addition to smaller roads and other features) [c.10 L.1-25]. Therefore, 
the switching distances (94) provides the upper limit of processing capability for the 
system, i.e., determines the level of detail to render and therefore suppresses certain 
level of detail based on the upper limit. By doing so it can increase efficiency and 
processing time. The method of McDonough is implemented in a combination of 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/51 1 ,539 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2628 

hardware and software components. With reference to Fig. 1 , the system includes a 
process (12), a drive (14) connected to the processor (12), and non-volatile memory 
storage device (16) for storing a navigation software program (18) [c.3 L.31-35]. The 
processor of McDonough provides the means for calculating the complexity and the 
control means for suppressing the display. 

In regards to claim 2, McDonough teaches smooth scrolling capability for moving items 
displayed on the screen [c.18 L. 37-38]. As the navigation application provides 
instructions to scroll (said animation), the map rectangle (204) shown on the display 
moves within the first map area (200). The smooth scrolling function tracks the 
movement of the map rectangle, predicts where the map rectangle will intersect the 
boundaries of the first map area (200) (said frame), and generates a second map area 
(202) (said frame) based on the expected intersection point of the map rectangle with 
the boundary of the first map area. The second map area preferably includes some 
redundant information so that there is at least an overlap of map areas that includes the 
area in the first graphics buffer displayed when the map rectangle reaches the boundary 
[c.18 L. 54-65]. Furthermore, using the smooth scrolling, movement of the map 
rectangle is based on a scroll direction and scroll speed supplied by the navigation 
application. The speed change is incorporated with the map rectangle movement and 
the number of pixels per movement is adjusted accordingly. Additionally, the scrolling 
functionality in the map display tool may include the option to display only a portion of 
the map data rendered in the first graphics buffers. For example, roads of rank 0 may 
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be omitted while the map scrolls and rendered when movement stops. In addition to 
avoiding a dense clutter of information on the display, processing time and efficiency 
may be increased [c.19 L.65 - c.20 L.23]. Therefore, the method/system of McDonough 
determines the density (said complexity) during animation (i.e., moving display to show 
up to date location of vehicle) and omits certain objects (e.g., rank 0 objects) (said 
control means) in order to increase processing time and efficiency during animation. 

In regards to claim 3, McDonough teaches a method/system for implementing smooth 
scrolling in a map display tool. The map display tool may use data at different levels of 
detail [c.5 L. 54-55]. Referring to Fig. 15, McDonough teaches inserting name data 
associated with the data item or the point of interest within the map display [c.15 L.16- 
20]. A priority list (76) contains a list of feature types (names of roadways of a certain 
rank, airports, rivers, parks, and etc.). The map processing layer processes the name 
and icon information in the order designated by the priority list [c.17 L.1-5]. As 
prioritization takes place, the map processing layer performs a conflicts check (said 
complexity calculating) to determine whether names and icons will overlap or interfere 
(said complexity) with one another on the rendered map. The conflicts check 
preferably consists of taking each name item in an order of priority and determining if 
the name will overlap the area of a name already selected based on priority [c.1 7 L.1 2- 
15, 19-20]. Although McDonough fails to explicitly teach complexity, the conflict check 
of McDonough determines overlapping objects, where if objects did overlap, would 
cause a more dense and confusing display, i.e., more complex. If the extents of the 
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newest name would conflict with the area required by a name already in the list, the 
newest name is omitted from the list, and thus omitted from the map [c.17 L. 30-33]. 
McDonough further teaches layer switching distances (94) are the points at which the 
map display tool adds or deletes information (said invalidating) from the display 
corresponding to the new higher or lower information layer in the map database. The 
layer switching distances may be tied to the width of the geographic area shown in the 
map rectangle on the display. For example, if the layer switching distance between 
layers 3 and 4 is 35 miles (said upper limit), and the width of the map region shown in 
the map rectangle changes from 40 miles to 30 miles, the information layer displayed 
will switch from layer 4 (major roads and lakes) to layer 3 (layer 4 data in addition to 
smaller roads and other features) [c.10 L.1-25]. Therefore, the switching distances (94) 
provides the upper limit of processing capability for the system, i.e., determines the level 
of detail to render and therefore invalidates certain level of detail (i.e., layer) based on 
the upper limit. By doing so it can increase efficiency and processing time. The method 
of McDonough is implemented in a combination of hardware and software components. 
With reference to Fig. 1 , the system includes a process (12), a drive (14) connected to 
the processor (12), and non-volatile memory storage device (16) for storing a navigation 
software program (18) [c.3 L.31-35]. The processor of McDonough provides the means 
for calculating the complexity and the control means for invalidating part of the functions 
for display. 
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In regards to claim 4, McDonough teaches smooth scrolling capability for moving items 
displayed on the screen [c.18 L. 37-38]. As the navigation application provides 
instructions to scroll (said animation), the map rectangle (204) shown on the display 
moves within the first map area (200). The smooth scrolling function tracks the 
movement of the map rectangle, predicts where the map rectangle will intersect the 
boundaries of the first map area (200) (said frame), and generates a second map area 
(202) (said frame) based on the expected intersection point of the map rectangle with 
the boundary of the first map area. The second map area preferably includes some 
redundant information so that there is at least an overlap of map areas that includes the 
area in the first graphics buffer displayed when the map rectangle reaches the boundary 
[c.1 8 L. 54-65]. Furthermore, using the smooth scrolling, movement of the map 
rectangle is based on a scroll direction and scroll speed supplied by the navigation 
application. The speed change is incorporated with the map rectangle movement and 
the number of pixels per movement is adjusted accordingly. Additionally, the scrolling 
functionality in the map display tool may include the option to display only a portion of 
the map data rendered in the first graphics buffers. For example, roads of rank 0 may 
be omitted while the map scrolls and rendered when movement stops. In addition to 
avoiding a dense clutter of information on the display, processing time and efficiency 
may be increased [c.19 L.65 - c.20 L.23]. Therefore, the method/system of McDonough 
determines the density (said complexity) during animation (i.e., moving display to show 
up to date location of vehicle) and invalidates certain objects (e.g., rank 0 objects) (said 
control means) in order to increase processing time and efficiency during animation. 
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In regards to claim 5, McDonough teaches smooth scrolling capability for moving items 
displayed on the screen [c.18 L. 37-38]. As the navigation application provides 
instructions to scroll (said animation), the map rectangle (204) shown on the display 
moves within the first map area (200). The smooth scrolling function tracks the 
movement of the map rectangle, predicts where the map rectangle will intersect the 
boundaries of the first map area (200) (said frame), and generates a second map area 
(202) (said frame) based on the expected intersection point of the map rectangle with 
the boundary of the first map area. The second map area preferably includes some 
redundant information so that there is at least an overlap of map areas that includes the 
area in the first graphics buffer displayed when the map rectangle reaches the boundary 
[c.1 8 L. 54-65]. Furthermore, using the smooth scrolling, movement of the map 
rectangle is based on a scroll direction and scroll speed supplied by the navigation 
application. The speed change is incorporated with the map rectangle movement and 
the number of pixels per movement is adjusted accordingly. Additionally, the scrolling 
functionality in the map display tool may include the option to display only a portion of 
the map data rendered in the first graphics buffers. For example, roads of rank 0 may 
be omitted while the map scrolls and rendered when movement stops. In addition to 
avoiding a dense clutter of information on the display, processing time and efficiency 
may be increased, [c.19 L.65 - c.20 L.23]. The map processing layer performs a 
conflicts check (said complexity calculating) to determine whether names and icons 
will overlap or interfere (said complexity) with one another on the rendered map. The 
conflicts check preferably consists of taking each name item in an order of priority and 
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determining if the name will overlap the area of a name already selected based on 
priority [c.17 L.12-15, 19-20]. If the extents of the newest name would conflict with the 
area required by a name already in the list, the newest name is omitted from the list, 
and thus omitted from the map (said suppressing display of at least one of the 
objects based on complexity) [c.17 L.30-33]. McDonough further teaches layer 
switching distances (94) are the points at which the map display tool adds or deletes 
information (said suppress) from the display corresponding to the new higher or lower 
information layer in the map database. The layer switching distances may be tied to the 
width of the geographic area shown in the map rectangle on the display. For example, 
if the layer switching distance between layers 3 and 4 is 35 miles (said upper limit), 
and the width of the map region shown in the map rectangle changes from 40 miles to 
30 miles, the information layer displayed will switch from layer 4 (major roads and lakes) 
to layer 3 (layer 4 data in addition to smaller roads and other features) [c.1 0 L.1 -25]. 
Therefore, the switching distances (94) provides the upper limit of processing capability 
for the system, i.e., determines the level of detail to render. Furthermore, the 
method/system of McDonough determines the density (said complexity) during 
animation (i.e., moving display to show up to date location of vehicle) and omits certain 
objects (e.g., rank 0 objects) (said control means) in order to increase processing time 
and efficiency during animation. The method of McDonough is implemented in a 
combination of hardware and software components. With reference to Fig. 1 , the 
system includes a process (12), a drive (14) connected to the processor (12), and non- 
volatile memory storage device (16) for storing a navigation software program (18) [c.3 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/51 1 ,539 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2628 

L.31-35]. The processor of McDonough provides the means for calculating the 
complexity and the control means for suppressing the display. 

In regards to claim 6, claim 6 recites similar limitations as claim 1 but in manufacture 
form. Therefore, the same rationale used for claim 1 is applied. McDonough further 
teaches the that the navigation system is a combination of hardware and software 
components that comprises non-volatile memory storage device (16) for storing a 
navigation software program (18) (said computer readable medium) [c.3 L. 20-44]. 

In regards to claim 7, claim 7 recites similar limitations as claim 2 but in manufacture 
form. Therefore, the same rationale used for claim 2 is applied. The manufacture 
means rationale made in claim 6 is incorporated herein. 

In regards to claim 8, claim 8 recites similar limitations as claim 3 but in manufacture 
form. Therefore, the same rationale used for claim 3 is applied. McDonough further 
teaches the that the navigation system is a combination of hardware and software 
components that comprises non-volatile memory storage device (16) for storing a 
navigation software program (18) (said computer readable medium) [c.3 L. 20-44]. 

In regards to claim 9, claim 9 recites similar limitations as claim 4 but in manufacture 
form. Therefore, the same rationale used for claim 4 is applied. The manufacture 
means rationale made in claim 8 is incorporated herein. 
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In regards to claim 10, claim 10 recites similar limitations as claim 5 but in manufacture 
form. Therefore, the same rationale used for claim 5 is applied. McDonough further 
teaches the that the navigation system is a combination of hardware and software 
components that comprises non-volatile memory storage device (16) for storing a 
navigation software program (18) (said computer readable medium) [c.3 L. 20-44]. 

In regards to claim 11, claim 11 recites similar limitations as claim 1 but in method form. 
Therefore, the same rationale used for claim 1 is applied. Furthermore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the system of McDonough as recited 
in the rationale of claim 1 , carries out a series of steps, i.e. a method as recited in claim 
11. 

In regards to claim 12, claim 12 recites similar limitations as claim 2 but in method form. 
Therefore, the same rationale used for claim 2 is applied. The method rationale made 
in claim 11 is incorporated herein. 

In regards to claim 13, claim 13 recites similar limitations as claim 3 but in method form. 
Therefore, the same rationale used for claim 3 is applied. Furthermore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the system of McDonough as recited 
in the rationale of claim 3, carries out a series of steps, i.e. a method as recited in claim 
13. 
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In regards to claim 14, claim 14 recites similar limitations as claim 4 but in method form. 
Therefore, the same rationale used for claim 4 is applied. The method rationale made 
in claim 13 is incorporated herein. 

In regards to claim 15, claim 15 recites similar limitations as claim 5 but in method form. 
Therefore, the same rationale used for claim 5 is applied. Furthermore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the system of McDonough as recited 
in the rationale of claim 5, carries out a series of steps, i.e. a method as recited in claim 
15. 

In regards to claim 16, claim 16 recites similar limitations as claims 1 and 6 but in 
manufacture form. Therefore, the same rationale used for claims 1 and 6 is applied. 
McDonough further teaches the that the navigation system is a combination of hardware 
and software components that comprises non-volatile memory storage device (16) (said 
computer readable recording medium) for storing a navigation software program (1 8) 
(said display program) [c.3 L. 20-44]. 

In regards to claim 17, McDonough teaches the navigation system may be implemented 
in a networked environment or on a client-server platform (said communication means 
with an external device) [c.3 L.27-29]. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Shimizu (2004/0049306 A1) 
Borrel etal. (5,448,686) 
Isaacs (5,894,308) 
Brittain etal. (6,072,498) 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michelle K. Lay whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7661 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30a-5p. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kee M. Tung can be reached on (571 ) 272-7794. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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